This study researches some of the most recent theories (elaborated by historians and social scientists) applied to the practice of historical research. The object of this research includes ideas, concepts, notions, methods of scholarly analysis of past social reality, as well as the emergence of new interdisciplinary fields, mutual borrowings and interventions. In this connection, the opposite process -the historization of some very disparate disciplinary discourses -is briefly addressed. It includes especially historical aspects of anthropology and sociology in the coming century.
IN SEARCH OF THE NEW "TURNS":
HISTORY It should be noted that the "appropriation strategy" revealed new opportunities for the analysis of historical material and proved to be extremely fruitful for the development of historical knowledge. The close ties between history and social sciences, created by leading Western historians, resulted in economic and social history being placed in the avant-garde of historiography in the 1960s. Its foundations were laid in economic and sociological macrotheories (economic cycles, economic growth, social stratification, modernization, symbolic power, conflict, world system analysis and structural analysis).
After the establishment of economic, social and demographic history that at the time was turning towards the use of mathematical and statistical methods historians appropriated from the achievements of other social sciences and humanities. Cultural anthropology was very popular among other fields of our discipline, such as historical anthropology, history of mentalities, history of everyday life and even "new" political history. They all used cultural anthropology's theories and, to some extent, its methods. 
History and Theory in the 21 st c.
I began this study looking through the journal "History and Theory". Since 1970s this was my main reference point in the field of "theory of history". My idea was that the theme issue titles and the article topics would help to locate landmarks within the field of theoretical research, would point to new fields of research and would define emerging interdisciplinary cross points. However the reading of the journal disappointed me completely. The journal's content has obviously changed since the mid-1990s. Although this change is barely noticeable in the themes of the issues, it is visible in the statement of issues within the articles.
Moreover, one is surprised by the sheer amount of articles on cinema, opera, photography, TV series, historical memory, "unconventional history" and other topics typical for cultural studies. "Theory and History" rather reflected the change of priorities that had begun in the 1990s and the blurring of the boundaries between academic and non-academic history. The journal has certainly changed during the last 15 years 7 .
The "poverty of theory" can also be seen in the list of the most popular articles of 2008-2009. 7 In fairness, it must be said, that the contents of the issue published in 2010 for the journal's 50 th anniversary had "themes of the future", demonstrating a shift towards scientism and realism History and Theory:
The Thought Today" 12 , about the books on political theory written in the tradition of J.G.A.
Pocock and Quentin Skinner, brings the reader back to the heights of 20 th century historical and political thought. The article by Gabriel Spiegel, and the entire issue it was published in, is dedicated to the important matter of ceaseless revision in historical discipline 13 . The author analyses possible psychological, social and professional reasons for changing interpretations by using the example of the linguistic turn in historiography.
I would like to emphasize that the above-cited articles are written by the representatives of the "old guard", who reflect on the discipline's evolution from a theoretical point of view.
But the "top list" has another half and we will deal with it shortly.
In his introduction to the series "Making Sense of History" the editor Jörn Rüsen writes that, while many theorists proclaim the end of academic history, "historical matters", such as popular memory, TV-and Hollywood histories, and public and political debates on the past "seem to replace it with vengeance". Having said that, he asks whether the academic discipline of "history" as it existed in Western universities for the last two hundred years, presents a specific method or type of historical reflection that could be distinguished from other forms and practices of historical consciousness and calls for "new theoretical reflection" 14 . This demarcation line between academic history and other forms of historical knowledge is often blurred even on the pages of respectable academic journals. In another article from the same list the author, Eelco Runia, reproaches professional historians for studying such painful subjects as "memory" and "trauma" in a "Positivist" style.
The author argues that doing so they reveal their "insincerity". As a result, according to Runia, "commemoration is all over the place but is never taken as seriously as it should be" 20 .
I remind my readers that what we are dealing with here is the top theoretical journal about the philosophy and methodology of history. This is not a publication like "Common Knowledge" 21 .
Here the first question arose: does the journal show "the average temperature", or has something happened to that particular journal? There are some reasons to avoid generalization. One of the most obvious of reasons is that the guest-editor who worked on a If one turns to earlier formed tendencies, it is easy to notice that cultural history continues to expand (including various visual studies). This is also true of micro-history, local history, historical anthropology, the history of mass beliefs and "historical memory", and gender and women's studies. The history of science and education has changed considerably.
In general, in the last decade historians have learned much and have reinterpreted the known evidence in radically different ways; the scope of produced work is amazing. However there were no theoretical shifts in those fields. Historians continue to use the analytical procedures and methods appropriated and mastered by them in the last century.
The "image" of historical studies is obviously influenced by exogenous factors. Social problems of our society -post-Socialism, Globalism, new world order, religious mobilization, the new character of migration and marginality, mass culture -set the task to produce a scholarly analysis of phenomena and processes linked to them (democracy, Empire, transition, civilization, culture, identity, gender, mass representations) for social scientists, including historians. I think that the development of the contemporary historiography in general is defined by "social demand", to a greater extent than at the time of the first "turns".
This could be seen in the spreading of "public history", and in the authority of the "public historian" 23 . However, the question about the extent of the influence of social demand on the transformation of historical studies does not have an easy answer. One should remember that the "new social history", which came to dominance against the background of the events of 1968, focused on social movements, revolutions and other forms of mass protest (though at the time 'public historians' would not have dreamt to press the academic ones, but the 'Left' were quite successful in pressing the 'Right').
At the same time, endogenous (cognitive) factors linked to changes in the social sciences and humanities are important for the development of historiography. New "turns" do occur and they create new interdisciplinary fields. Contemporary social sciences use the achievements of disciplines such as geography, biology, neurology, and anthropology quite actively. Their interaction with these natural sciences create new interdisciplinary leagues and "turns" that had never existed before; among them the spatial turn 24 , evolutionary economics 25 , moral geography 26 , and sociobiology (biological or cognitive turn) 27 .
The remarkable interest of social sciences in biology is linked with the idea that since humans are social and biological beings, their biological nature should be taken into consideration by the social scientist to the same extent as their social one. Moreover, the NeoDarwinist evolutionary theory is very popular now 28 . Some historical works on theoretical or philosophical foundations of historical studies demonstrate the awareness of these recent developments. However, we find that there is understandable hesitation by historians to follow the example of other social scientists 29 .
Of all the above-mentioned transformations that are now taking place in the field of social disciplines, the "spatialization" of social sciences is the most promising one for historians 30 . The reinterpretation of the factor of space could be explained by the fact that innovations in contemporary historiography are localized within the field of global history, post/neocolonial historical studies, history of Empires, and substantial philosophy of history (linked to the problems of globalism) 31 . Instead of comparative history, the entangled history is offered more and more often 32 . In general, works on world history in its various forms can be found in abundance in historical publications. Thus, the influence of the new interpretation of social space on historical discipline is revealed, first of all, in the transformation of a discipline that had been called "world history" since Polybius. "The whole world", the oldest object of historians' reflections, turned into one of the most asked-for objects of contemporary historiography as well as the most radically re-and deconstructed one. Slightly later, scholars found another resource and focused on studying what people thought about their own and "foreign" space, how they imagined various geographical areas, how they construed territorial units and what meanings they gave them. Among such studies are works on the formation of geohistorical (geopolitical) constructs such as "India", "Eastern Europe", "the Balkans", "the Caucasus", "the Wild West" etc. In this interpretation, historical space is linked with the formation of the symbolic universe of the system of culture: mystical components of tradition, signs of birthplace, the design of life space and the foundations of national identity. The same type of analysis is shared by the works of cultural anthropology that analyze the category of "space", and the studies of the history of "mental maps" with the concepts popular at the turn of the century -"frontier", "contact zone", "medianity", "orientalism" (and other "isms" created in the same way) 37 . The studies that could now be united, although not without reservations, into a rubric of "world history" introduce some radical changes. They re-historize the images of Africa, Asia
The spatial turn and the global history
and Latin America and turn Europe into a province 38 . It takes apart such generalized notions as "The Third World", "periphery", "West", or "East". The categories "Eurasia", "Latin America", "Pacific region", "Atlantic world" (but not in the Braudelian sense) began to dominate over concepts linked to the "Greenwich Meridian" and "the world of the West". At the same time, the existence of a good deal of historical and territorial objects in the past or the present is being "discovered" or re-discovered. Scholars study the subjects topical to the world of today: migrations, the phenomena of polylinguism and polyculturalism, various trans-cultural processes, and a "fragmented world". However, these aspects are new for historians The deconstruction of the old compendium of national myths goes on simultaneously.
The global studies, an umbrella term that embraces world, global, transnational and other histories, is an interdisciplinary field. As for the labels "global", "world", "international" histories, and their analytical contents, they are either set into opposition to each other, or are paired 39 . The term "global history" is more popular with philosophers and social scientists, while the majority of historians prefer the notions of "general" or "world history" 40 .
The idea and often ideological basis for the most notable new trends in world history is First of all, it is "history with geography" 42 ; its new theoretical problems (the spatialisation of social thought, the problems of "conceptual geography" and "moral geography") are being actively debated in contemporary historical literature 43 .
Global history studied a number of important problems linked to a subject's selfidentification, the definition of its status ("subaltern"), and also with the concepts of "modernism", "hybridity", "métisination, "racialism", "liminality". The concepts of the structures of power, social hierarchy, identity, imaginary communities are borrowed from sociology and are developed with the use of historical material. Cultural anthropology provided the notion of the Other. One only needs to look at the names of instigators of global history to understand that "new literary criticism" is extremely popular. It allows for a variety of colonial discourses.
The political sciences are well suited for the analysis of international, inter-ethnic and institutional relations. However, they are not well represented. One exception is the "new history of empires" and that deserves to be studied separately 44 .
Let us mention in passing that global history explicitly represents the moral aspect of contemporary consciousness, which is politically correct and multicultural. In the words of Jack Goody, one of the most historically oriented of contemporary anthropologists, while addressing the past of non-Western (geographically and even chronologically) peoples, Western historians get a chance to dissociate themselves from the act of "theft" that consisted in the fact that: "civilization, democracy, science, capitalism, love, the nuclear family, and many other values and institutions, all of which some other cultures can properly claim to have invented or shared", were interpreted as Western in origin 45 .
As with any historical sub-discipline, new world history has acquired a canon of classical authors 46 who, nevertheless, also belong to the shared pool of the humanities of the "World history produces the most fruitful contexts for the realisation of numerous historical tasks. Historical development and historical processes are being unfolded in various registers: undoubtedly -on local, regional and national levels, but also on transregional, continental ones, on the levels of the whole of Western or Eastern hemispheres, oceanic and global ones. World history more than any other approaches to the past is capable of placing historical development and historical processes into wider contexts related to them and help historians construe meanings out of countless number of bits and fragments of information that together make up the experience of the past" 50 .
Interdisciplinarity, the emergence of new historical sub-disciplines, new powerful theories, new "classical" authors, are criteria used to characterize a theoretical innovation of historical disciplines. If one applies these criteria to world history, it would certainly be possible to see the establishment of a new interdisciplinary sub-field. One could probably even talk about global and transnational history as being the avant-garde of historical research. It seems, however, that this field does not have new powerful theories or a compendium of classical names much different from the late 20 th century canon.
It is remarkable, however, that in the issue of "History and Theory", dedicated to the future development of the historical discipline for the next 50 years, David Christian prophesizes: "Over the next fifty years we will see a return of the ancient tradition of "universal history"; but this will be a new form of universal history that is global in its practice and scientific in its spirit and methods, including the possible integration of historical humanities with historically oriented natural sciences, among them cosmology, geology and biology" 51 . 
New crossroads
The aim of the present article was to reassess the state of the historical discipline during the last 15 years, in order to determine whether the process of mastering new theoretical instruments acquired by historians at the late 20 th c. is still going on actively, and whether there still is a significant expansion of research fields based on new theories and models. The analysis presumed comparing the essence of the innovations in historical studies according to such parameters as theoretical innovation, the emergence of new methods, modifications of the subjects of research (especially those connected with new interdisciplinary interactions). No doubt, we are now dealing with the temporalization of some very different disciplinary discourses. I will briefly address some processes taking place in the social sciences closest to history: in anthropology and sociology. I refer to the further deepening of history (in a direct sense: for millions and millions of years) in historical anthropology and to the so-called "third wave" 61 in historical sociology. Historians know the essence of the new concept of history offered by anthropologists. It is a radical interdisciplinary project that covers millions of years and numerous biological species as an object of history. Here culture is viewed as a form of existence specific to the human species, that is the contradiction between things human and inhuman, nature and culture disappears 62 . The principle of the "diversity of cultures" stimulates the link with "distant and deep history", since everyone has a right to have a history and should be represented. Its logical result was in the radical prolongation of history (or at least, pre-history) and the principal broadening of the understanding of human interaction with the natural environment (that clearly surpasses its Braudelian interpretation). This phenomenon was called the "biological" or "cognitive" turn, and historians are aware of it.
The "third wave" in sociology however strangely remains unnoticed. The representatives of the "third wave" (Ronald Aminzade, J. Casanova, Elizabeth Clemens, historical actors and singular events and, accordingly, are focused on the unforeseen longterm consequences of human actions in the unfolding of historical trajectories. The process of analysis is linked with a succession of events, probability and unpredictability, turning points, "historical traps" etc. It does not result in the creation of a typology but rather in the establishment of a chain of events and complicated cause-and-effect relations unique for each historical tendency. The "third wave" of historical sociology surprises by its historicism and the desire to explain the complex web of numerous factors, wishes, events with unexpected consequences even in retrospect, which is so valuable for a historian.
Historians, including American ones, don't seem to be well aware of the works of the "third wave". It seems, however, that this sociological trend has already gained some ground.
The articles of "new" historical sociologists are being regularly published by leading sociological journals, and the reviews of their books could be found in almost every issue of the "Annual Review of Sociology".
Thus, we witness yet another intervention into the territory of historians. In the midtwentieth-century, economists overtook economic history in the USA and, even now, primarily economists in departments of economics are studying economic history in this country 64 . By the end of the last century, historians faced intervention from philologists (new historicism), and historians turned out to be very sensitive to the postmodernist challenge.
Gender and women's studies and postcolonial discourse have also invaded the territory of the past. Now we witness a new intervention by historical sociology. But this invasion is different from many others. The "third wave" seems to finally come extremely close to historians by focusing its studies on the singular, unique, and individual in the perspective of time.
Whether the "historical meeting" could happen at the next crossroads seems to me a question with a predictable answer. Interdisciplinary communication in the new theoretical format would force historians to master a rather complicated theoretical arsenal (mostly borrowed from economic theory) that has been mobilized by the sociologists of the "third wave" to solve the problems of historical changeability and unpredictability. But a crossroad (at least one!) has certainly been found. 64 William Sewel writes about the results of this intervention for the economic history in the USA, that relative indifference of professional historians to "the history of economic life over the past thirty years… seems paradoxical, considering the remarkable transformations that have taken place in world capitalism during this same period. I trace the neglect to the capture of the once interdisciplinary field of economic history by mathematically inclined economists and to the roughly simultaneous turn of historians from social to cultural history" (Sewell 2010 ).
